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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

2. Claims 16-22 of the claimed invention are directed to non-statutory subject 
matter. These claims are drawn to a program with instruction. A program is non- 
statutory. On page 33 of the specification, Applicant has provided evidence that 
Applicant intends the medium to include signals, as such the claims are drawn to a form 
of energy. Energy is not one of the four categories of invention and therefore these 
claims are not statutory. Energy is not a series of steps or acts and thus is not a 
process. Energy is not a physical article or object and as such is not a machine or 
manufacture. Energy is not combination of substances and therefore is not a 
composition of matter. 

Double Patenting 

3. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 

0 

unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 
F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 
645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In 
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re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970);and, In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 
528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) may be 
used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double 
patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly 
owned with this application. See 37 CFR 1.130(b). 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 

4. Claims 1 , 9, and 16 are provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1, 14, and 24 of 
copending Application No. 10/427,130. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, 
they are not patentably distinct from each other because claims 1, 14, and 24 of 
copending Application No. 10/427,130 discloses each and every limitation of claims 1, 
9, and 16 of the instant application except for the following language that was added to 
claims 1, 9, and 16 of the instant application: 

• A local data structure in the data processing system; and 

• Wherein a subsequent presentation of the web page results in a presentation of 
the web page with the marked portion. 

Mitchell reference discloses a system for filtering out sections of web pages. The filter 
database is stored on the filtering proxy that is situated in the user's local computer (a 
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local data structure in the data processing system). It would have been obvious to 
implement or incorporate Mitchell's filter database stored on the filtering proxy situated 
in the user's local computer in order to generate filtered URL data and apply filtering 
associated with the URL is so any identified section is not displayed on the Web page. 

Freivald et al. reference discloses a change-detection server for automatically checking 
webpage documents for recent changes. Freivald further teaches the changed portions 
previously selected by the user are highlighted and sent to the user for presentation 
(wherein a subsequent presentation of the web page results in a presentation of the 
web page with the marked portion). It would have been obvious to implement or 
incorporate Freivald's changed portions previously selected by the user are highlighted 
and sent to the user for presentation allowing the user to specify only the portion of the 
document or web page which is of interest to the user. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the 
conflicting claims have not in fact been patented. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claims 1,4-6, 8-9, 12-14, 16, 19-21, 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Freivald et al. (hereinafter "Freivald", US Patent 6,219,818 B1) 
in view of Mitchell (US Patent 6,701,350 B1). 

As per claim 1 , Freivald discloses a method in a data processing system for marking a 
Web page, the method comprising: 

• receiving a user input to mark a portion of the Web page displayed in the data 
processing system to form a marked portion (column 4, lines 33-36, column 7, lines 
9-12, column 8, lines 6-17, Freivald teaches the user selecting (mark) portions of a 
Web page by highlighting a text); 

• wherein a subsequent presentation of the Web page results in a presentation of the 
Web page with the marked portion (column 2, lines 50-52, column 3, lines 6-10, 
column 6, lines 30-32, column 11, lines 11-14, column 12, lines 65-67, column 13, 
lines 26-29, Freivald teaches sending the user the changed Web page or document 
with selected portions included to view the changes. Freivald further teaches the 
changed portions previously selected by the user are highlighted and sent to the 
user for presentation). 

Freivald does not explicitly disclose: 

• storing an identifier of the marked portion in a local data structure in the data 
processing system. 
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However, in an analogous art, Mitchell teaches an editor tool and filter database that 
maintains the URL associated with the selected portion of the web page. The filter 
database is stored on the filtering proxy that is situated in the user's local computer 
(column 3, lines 48-51, column 4, lines 1-3, 8-9). 

Therefore one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement or incorporate Mitchell's storing an identifier 
of the marked portion in a local data structure in the data processing system in 
Freivald's method in order to generate filtered URL data and apply filtering associated 
with the URL is so any identified section is not displayed on the Web page (Mitchell, 
column 3, lines 50-52, column 4, lines 15-16). 

As per claim 4, Freivald discloses the method of claim 2 wherein the presenting step 
comprises: 

displaying only the marked portion (column 12 lines 65-67, Freivald teaches sending 
changed data highlighted in the document. Unchanged or unselected portions of the 
document can be deleted). 

As per claim 5, Freivald does not explicitly disclose the method of claim 1, wherein the 
local data structure is a table. 

However, in an analogous art, Mitchell teaches an editor tool and filter database (table) 
that maintains the URL associated with the selected portion of the web page. The filter 
database (table) is stored on the filtering proxy that is situated in the user's local 
computer (column 3, lines 48-51, column 4, lines 1-3, 8-9). 
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Therefore one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement or incorporate Mitchell's local data structure is 
a table in Freivald's method in order to store filters and URL's (Mitchell, column 4, lines 
1-3). 

As per claim 6, Freivald discloses the method of claim 3, wherein each entry includes a 
universal resource identifier, an anchor tag, and anchor tag details (column 7, lines 11- 
14, 43-46, column 10, lines 35-45, column 11, lines 27-32, Freivald teaches using 
HTML tags to define sections of portions selected by the user. Freivald further teaches 
storing a CRC (identifier of marked portion), URL (identifier of marked portion) 
identifying the selected portion of the Web page. A CRC (identifier of marked portion) is 
generated for the selected text and stored in the database with the associated URL). 

Freivald does not explicitly disclose a table. 

However, in an analogous art, Mitchell teaches an editor tool and filter database (table) 
that maintains the URL associated with the selected portion of the web page. The filter 
database (table) is stored on the filtering proxy that is situated in the user's local 
computer (column 3, lines 48-51, column 4, lines 1-3, 8-9). 

Therefore one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement or incorporate Mitchell's table in Freivald's 
method in order to store filters and URL's (Mitchell, column 4, lines 1-3). 

As per claim 8, Freivald discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the receiving step 
is performed by at least one of Web browser and a plug-in to the Web browser (column 
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5, lines 63-67, column 6, lines 3-5, Freivald teaches the user operating a browser 
application in order to request a webpage and highlight portions of text). 

Freivald does not explicitly disclose the storing step (storing an identifier of the marked 
portion in a local data structure) performed by at least one of Web browser and a plug-in 
to the Web browser. 

However, in an analogous art, Mitchell teaches source document prepared in a text 
markup language, such as HTML, XML, Java, Javascript, TCL, Visual Basic, ActiveX, 
and other programming or markup languages usable within or in conjunction with Web 
browsers. A user may submit a URL request through the Web browser. When the Web 
browser submits a URL request, any filter scripts in the filter database that match the 
URL is applied to the Webpage (column 2, lines 57-63, column 4, lines 1-3, 6, 11-15). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
found it obvious to implement or incorporate Mitchell's storing step performed by at least 
one of Web browser and a plug-in to the Web browser enabling a filtered Webpage to 
be displayed that is associated with the requested URL (Mitchell, column 4, lines 15- 
17). 

As per claim 9, Freivald discloses a data processing system in a data processing 
system for marking a Web page, the data processing system comprising: 

• receiving means for receiving a user input to mark a portion of the Web page 
displayed in the data processing system to form a marked portion (column 4, lines 
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33-36, column 7, lines 9-12, column 8, lines 6-17, Freivald teaches the user 
selecting (mark) portions of a Web page by highlighting a text); 

• wherein a subsequent presentation of the Web page results in a presentation of the 
Web page with the marked portion (column 2, lines 50-52, column 3, lines 6-10, 
column 6, lines 30-32, column 11, lines 11-14, column 12, lines 65-67, column 13, 
lines 26-29, Freivald teaches sending the user the changed Web page or document 
with selected portions included to view the changes. Freivald further teaches the 
changed portions previously selected by the user are highlighted and sent to the 
user for presentation). 

Freivald does not explicitly disclose: 

• storing means for storing an identifier of the marked portion in a local data structure 
in the data processing system. 

However, in an analogous art, Mitchell teaches an editor tool and filter database that 
maintains the URL associated with the selected portion of the web page. The filter 
database is stored on the filtering proxy that is situated in the user's local computer 
(column 3, lines 48-51, column 4, lines 1-3, 8-9). 

Therefore one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement or incorporate Mitchell's storing an identifier 
of the marked portion in a local data structure in the data processing system in 
Freivald's method in order to generate filtered URL data and apply filtering associated 
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with the URL is so any identified section is not displayed on the Web page (Mitchell, 
column 3, lines 50-52, column 4, lines 15-16). 

As per claim 12, Freivald discloses the data processing system of claim 10, wherein the 
presenting means comprises: 

displaying means for displaying only the marked portion (column 12 lines 65-67, 
Freivald teaches sending changed data highlighted in the document. Unchanged or 
unselected portions of the document can be deleted). 

As per claim 13, Freivald does not explicitly discloses the data processing system of 
claim 9, wherein the local data structure is a table. 

However, in an analogous art, Mitchell teaches an editor tool and filter database (table) 
that maintains the URL associated with the selected portion of the web page. The filter 
database (table) is stored on the filtering proxy which is situated in the user's local 
computer (column 3, lines 48-51, column 4, lines 1-3, 8-9). 

Therefore one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement or incorporate Mitchell's local data structure is 
a table in Freivald's method in order to store filters and URL's (Mitchell, column 4, lines 
1-3). 

As per claim 14, Freivald discloses the data processing system of claim 1 1 wherein 
each entry includes a universal resource identifier, an anchor tag, and anchor tag 
details (column 7, lines 11-14, 43-46, column 10, lines 35-45, column 11, lines 27-32, 
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Freivald teaches using HTML tags to define sections of portions selected by the user. 
Freivald further teaches storing a CRC (identifier of marked portion), URL (identifier of 
marked portion) identifying the selected portion of the Web page. A CRC (identifier of 
marked portion) is generated for the selected text and stored in the database with the 
associated URL). 

Freivald does not explicitly disclose a table. 

However, in an analogous art, Mitchell teaches an editor tool and filter database (table) 
that maintains the URL associated with the selected portion of the web page. The filter 
database (table) is stored on the filtering proxy which is situated in the user's local 
computer (column 3, lines 48-51, column 4, lines 1-3, 8-9). 

Therefore one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement or incorporate Mitchell's table in Freivald's 
method in order to store filters and URL's (Mitchell, column 4, lines 1-3). 

. As per claim 16, Freivald discloses a computer program product in a computer 
readable 

medium for marking a Web page, the computer program product comprising: 

• first instructions for receiving a user input to mark a portion of the Web page 
displayed in the data processing system to form a marked portion (column 4, lines 
33-36, column 7, lines 9-12, column 8, lines 6-17, Freivald teaches the user 
selecting (mark) portions of a Web page by highlighting a text); 
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• wherein a subsequent presentation of the Web page results in a presentation of the 
Web page with the marked portion (column 2, lines 50-52, column 3, lines 6-10, 
column 6, lines 30-32, column 11, lines 11-14, column 12, lines 65-67, column 13, 
lines 26-29, Freivald teaches sending the user the changed Web page or document 
with selected portions included to view the changes. Freivald further teaches the 
changed portions previously selected by the user are highlighted and sent to the 
user for presentation). 

Freivald does not explicitly disclose: 

• second instructions for storing an identifier of the marked portion in a local data 
structure in the data processing system. 

However, in an analogous art, Mitchell teaches an editor tool and filter database that 
maintains the URL associated with the selected portion of the web page. The filter 
database is stored on the filtering proxy which is situated in the user's local computer 
(column 3, lines 48-51, column 4, lines 1-3, 8-9). 

Therefore one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement or incorporate Mitcheirs storing an identifier 
of the marked portion in a local data structure in the data processing system in 
Freivald's method in order to generate filtered URL data and apply filtering associated 
with the URL is so any identified section is not displayed on the Web page (Mitchell, 
column 3, lines 50-52, column 4, lines 15-16). 
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As per claim 19, Freivald discloses the computer program product of claim 17, wherein 
the fourth instructions comprises: 

sub-instructions for displaying only the marked portion (column 12 lines 65-67, Freivald 
teaches sending changed data highlighted in the document. Unchanged or unselected 
portions of the document can be deleted). 

As per claim 20, Freivald does not explicitly disclose the computer program product of 
claim 16, wherein the local data structure is a table. 

However, in an analogous art, Mitchell teaches an editor tool and filter database (table) 
that maintains the URL associated with the selected portion of the web page. The filter 
database (table) is stored on the filtering proxy which is situated in the user's local 
computer (column 3, lines 48-51, column 4, lines 1-3, 8-9). 

Therefore one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement or incorporate Mitchell's local data structure is 
a table in Freivald's method in order to store filters and URL's (Mitchell, column 4, lines 
1-3). 

As per claim 21, Freivald discloses the computer program product of claim 18, wherein 
each entry includes a universal resource identifier, an anchor tag, and anchor tag 
details column 7, lines 11-14, 43-46, column 10, lines 35-45, column 11, lines 27-32, 
Freivald teaches using HTML tags to define sections of portions selected by the user. 
Freivald further teaches storing a CRC (identifier of marked portion), URL (identifier of 
marked portion) identifying the selected portion of the Web page. A CRC (identifier of 
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marked portion) is generated for the selected text and stored in the database with the 
associated URL). 

Freivald does not explicitly disclose a table. 

However, in an analogous art, Mitchell teaches an editor tool and filter database (table) 
that maintains the URL associated with the selected portion of the web page. The filter 
database (table) is stored on the filtering proxy which is situated in the user's local 
computer (column 3, lines 48-51, column 4, lines 1-3, 8-9). 

Therefore one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement or incorporate Mitchell's table in Freivald's 
method in order to store filters and URL's (Mitchell, column 4, lines 1-3). 

As per claim 23, Freivald discloses a data processing system comprising: 

• a bus system (column 5, lines 65-67, column 6, lines 1-5); 

• a memory connected to the bus system, wherein the memory includes a set of 
instructions (column 6, lines 55-67); 

• a processing unit connected to the bus system, wherein the processing unit 
executes a set of instructions to receive a user input to mark a portion of the Web 
page displayed in the data processing system to form a marked portion (column 4, 
lines 33-36, column 7, lines 9-12, column 8, lines 6-17, Freivald teaches the user 
selecting (mark) portions of a Web page by highlighting a text); 
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• wherein a subsequent presentation of the Web page results in a presentation of the 
Web page with the marked portion (column 2, lines 50-52, column 3, lines 6-10, 
column 6, lines 30-32, column 11, lines 11-14, column 12, lines 65-67, column 13, 
lines 26-29, Freivald teaches sending the user the changed Web page or document 
with selected portions included to view the changes. Freivald further teaches the 
changed portions previously selected by the user are highlighted and sent to the 
user for presentation). 

Freivald does not explicitly disclose: 

• storing an identifier of the marked portion in a local data structure in the data 
processing system. 

However, in an analogous art, Mitchell teaches an editor tool and filter database that 
maintains the URL associated with the selected portion of the web page. The filter 
database is stored on the filtering proxy which is situated in the user's local computer 
(column 3, lines 48-51, column 4, lines 1-3, 8-9). 

Therefore one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement or incorporate Mitchell's storing an identifier 
of the marked portion in a local data structure in the data processing system in 
Freivald's method in order to generate filtered URL data and apply filtering associated 
with the URL is so any identified section is not displayed on the Web page (Mitchell, 
column 3, lines 50-52, column 4, lines 15-16). 
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7. Claims 2, 10, 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Freivald et al. (hereinafter "Freivald", US Patent 6,219,818 B1) in view of Mitchell (US 
Patent 6,701,350 B1) and in further view of 

As per claim 2, Freivald does not explicitly discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
Web page is a first Web page and further comprising: 

• responsive to receiving a second Web page, determining whether an entry 
corresponding to the second Web page is present in the local data structure; 

• responsive to the entry being present, presenting the second Web page with at least 
one marked portion using the entry in the local data structure. 

However, in an analogous art, Mitchell teaches associated web pages of a particular 
URL are filtered for the specified unwanted portion. The unwanted portion is marked by 
the user so that it is deleted in subsequent viewing of the web page or associated web 
pages. For example, Mitchell teaches a specific URL such as www.hello.com being 
requested by the user for filtering. Other related URLs associated such as 
www.hello.com/users.html or www.hello.com/index.html are also stored and filtered for 
the unwanted portion. This teaches receiving a second web page that is present in the 
local data structure. Since the marked portion is removed and not seen in subsequent 
viewing of the web page and its associated web pages, the presentation of the 
associated web pages are presented with the marked portion stored in the local data 
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structure because the marked portion is the deleted or unwanted portion specified by 
the user (column 4, lines 30-45). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement or incorporate Mitchell's Web page is part of a 
Web site and wherein the web site is defined in a Web page index table data structure 
having records for each Web page of the Web site, and each Web page of the Web site 
is defined in a Web page table data structure having records identifying tags that 
identify portions of associated Web pages in Freivald's method in order that filters can 
be applied to one or more related URLs (Mitchell, column 4, lines 39-40). 

Freivald, in view of Mitchell, does not explicitly disclose: 

As per claim 10, Freivald does not explicitly discloses the data processing system of 
claim 9, wherein the Web page is a first Web page and further comprising: 

• determining means, responsive to receiving a second Web page, for determining 
whether an entry corresponding to the second Web page is present in the local data 
structure; 

• presenting means, responsive to the entry being present, for presenting the second 
Web page with at least one marked portion using the entry in the local data 
structure. 

However, in an analogous art, Mitchell teaches associated web pages of a particular 
URL are filtered for the specified unwanted portion. The unwanted portion is marked by 
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the user so that it is deleted in subsequent viewing of the web page or associated web 
pages. For example, Mitchell teaches a specific URL such as www.hello.com being 
requested by the user for filtering. Other related URLs associated such as 
www.hello.com/users.html or www.heHo.com/index.html are also stored and filtered for 
the unwanted portion. This teaches receiving a second web page that is present in the 
local data structure. Since the marked portion is removed and not seen in subsequent 
viewing of the web page and its associated web pages, the presentation of the 
associated web pages are presented with the marked portion stored in the local data 
structure because the marked portion is the deleted or unwanted portion specified by 
the user (column 4, lines 30-45). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement or incorporate Mitchell's Web page is part of a 
Web site and wherein the web site is defined in a Web page index table data structure 
having records for each Web page of the Web site, and each Web page of the Web site 
is defined in a Web page table data structure having records identifying tags that 
identify portions of associated Web pages in Freivald's method in order that filters can 
be applied to one or more related URLs (Mitchell, column 4, lines 39-40). 

As per claim 17, Freivald does not explicitly discloses the computer program product of 
claim 16, wherein the Web page is a first Web page and further comprising: 
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• third instructions, responsive to receiving a second Web page, for determining 
whether an entry corresponding to the second Web page is present in the local data 
structure; 

• fourth instructions, responsive to the entry being present, for presenting the second 
Web page with at least one marked portion using the entry in the local data 
structure. 

However, in an analogous art, Mitchell teaches associated web pages of a particular 
URL are filtered for the specified unwanted portion. The unwanted portion is marked by 
the user so that it is deleted in subsequent viewing of the web page or associated web 
pages. For example, Mitchell teaches a specific URL such as www.hello.com being 
requested by the user for filtering. Other related URLs associated such as 
www.hello.com/users.html or www.hello.com/index.html are also stored and filtered for 
the unwanted portion. This teaches receiving a second web page that is present in the 
local data structure. Since the marked portion is removed and not seen in subsequent 
viewing of the web page and its associated web pages, the presentation of the 
associated web pages are presented with the marked portion stored in the local data 
structure because the marked portion is the deleted or unwanted portion specified by 
the user (column 4, lines 30-45). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement or incorporate Mitchell's Web page is part of a 
Web site and wherein the web site is defined in a Web page index table data structure 
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having records for each Web page of the Web site, and each Web page of the Web site 
is defined in a Web page table data structure having records identifying tags that 
identify portions of associated Web pages in Freivald's method in order that filters can 
be applied to one or more related URLs (Mitchell, column 4, lines 39-40). 

8. Claims 3, 1 1 , 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Freivald et al. (hereinafter "Freivald", US Patent 6,219,818 B1) in view of Mitchell (US 
Patent 6,701 ,350 B1) and in further view of Beran et al. (hereinafter "Beran", US Patent 
6,961,895 B1). 

As per claim 3, Freivald, in view of Mitchell, does not explicitly discloses the method of 
claim 2, wherein the presenting step comprises: 

• using speech synthesis to read the marked portion. 

However, in an analogous art, Beran teaches a human narrator reading a selected 
section of text to form an audio data portion for the selected text (column 2, lines 32-36, 
column 3, lines 1-10, column 6, lines 1-8). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to 
implement or incorporate Beran's speech synthesis to read the marked portion in 
Freivald's method in order to produce talking books for blind an dyslexic users (Beran, 
column 1, lines 64-67, column 6, lines 57-60). 
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As per claim 11, Freivald, in view of Mitchell, does not explicitly discloses the data 
processing system of claim 10, wherein the 
presenting means comprises: 

• using means for using speech synthesis to read the marked portion. 

However, in an analogous art, Beran teaches a human narrator reading a selected 
section of text to form an audio data portion for the selected text (column 2, lines 32-36, 
column 3, lines 1-10, column 6, lines 1-8). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to 
implement or incorporate Beran's speech synthesis to read the marked portion in 
Freivald's system in order to produce talking books for blind an dyslexic users (Beran, 
column 1, lines 64-67, column 6, lines 57-60). 

As per claim 18, Freivald, in view of Mitch, does not explicitly discloses the computer 
program product of claim 17, wherein 
the fourth instructions comprises: 

• second sub-instructions for using speech synthesis to read the marked portion. 

However, in an analogous art, Beran teaches a human narrator reading a selected 
section of text to form an audio data portion for the selected text (column 2, lines 32-36, 
column 3, lines 1-10, column 6, lines 1-8). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to 
implement or incorporate Beran's speech synthesis to read the marked portion in 
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Freivald's computer program product in order to produce talking books for blind an 
dyslexic users (Beran, column 1, lines 64-67, column 6, lines 57-60). 

9. Claims 7, 15, 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Freivald et al. (hereinafter "Freivald", US Patent 6,21 9,81 8 B1 ) in view of Mitchell (US 
Patent 6,701 ,350 B1) and in further view of Bargeron et al. (hereinafter "Bargeron", US 
Patent Publication 2006/0080598 A1). 

As per claim 7, Freivald, in view of Mitchell, does not explicitly discloses the method of • 
claim 1, wherein the marked portion is marked using at least one of a different text 
color, and a different text size. 

However, in an analogous art, Bargeron teaches indicating highlighted portions of text in 
a variety of ways such as changing the color or font of the highlighted text (paragraph 
[0020]). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to incorporate or implement Bargeron's marked portion is 
marked using at least one of a different text color, and a different text size in Freivald's 
method in order to identify the frequency of the highlighted text (Bargeron, paragraphs 
[0026-0027]). 
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As per claim 15, Freivald, in view of Mitchell, does not explicitly discloses the data 
processing system of claim 9, wherein the marked portion is marked using at least one 
of a different text color, and a different text size. 

However, in an analogous art, Bargeron teaches indicating highlighted portions of text in 
a variety of ways such as changing the color or font of the highlighted text (paragraph 
[0020]). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to incorporate or implement Bargeron's marked portion is 
marked using at least one of a different text color, and a different text size in Freivald's 
system in order to identify the frequency of the highlighted text (Bargeron, paragraphs 
[0026-0027]). 

As per claim 22, Freivald, in view of Mitchell, does not explicitly discloses the computer 
program product of claim 16, wherein the marked portion is marked using at least one of 
a different text color, and a different text size. 

However, in an analogous art, Bargeron teaches indicating highlighted portions of text in 
a variety of ways such as changing the color or font of the highlighted text (paragraph 
[0020]). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to incorporate or implement Bargeron's marked portion is 
marked using at least one of a different text color, and a different text size in Freivald's 
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computer program product in order to identify the frequency of the highlighted text 
(Bargeron, paragraphs [0026-0027]). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Barbara N. Burgess whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3996. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8:00am-4:00pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Ettinene can be reached on (571) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Barbara N Burgess 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2157 

October 15, 2007 




